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Introduction
In the United States, abortion is a strongly debated topic. The two sides of the issue,
generally identified as pro-life and pro-choice, argue whether or not abortions should be legal
and if so, under what circumstances. Pro-life supporters believe that abortions should be
completely illegal or only legal under very limited conditions, e.g., if the pregnancy endangers
the mother’s life. In contrast, pro-choice supporters argue the decision to have an abortion should
not be made by the government, but rather by the mother (or parents). This topic continues to
divide the nation.
Abortion is not the only highly debated social topic. Due to increased media attention, the
problems of race and how to address racial inequality are similarly debated and have become
increasingly prevalent within the last few decades. This gap in overlapping cultures, values,
and world views questions the extent to which opinions on heated political topics may vary
based on race or ethnicity.
Over time, public sentiment about abortion swings like a pendulum from a more
conservative, pro-life movement to a more liberal pro-choice movement (Vanderford 1989,
George 1997, Saad 2009). When looking at abortion views over the past two decades, a large
divide persists. Most Gallup opinion polls on abortion show that the population has been
consistently split in half for the last twenty years (Gallup 2020). Yet, when looking at the past
decade, public political views are trending more conservative (Saad 2009, Burke 2019). The
Supreme Court election of Judge Kavanaugh supports this trend, as he has become the new
median or swing judge, with a conservative tendency. This leads one to believe that future cases
involving abortion and race will see more conservative rulings, supporting the pro-life side of the
argument (Thomson-DeVeaux 2019). This rise in conservative rulings may also increase the
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amount of abortion related violence in the United States (Smith 2019; Campisi 2019; Hagen
2019, Cook 2019).
Past research on abortion attitudes was mainly conducted between the 1970s and the
early 2000s. This work examined issues such as religion (Hoffmann 2005; Westoff 1969; Wang
2004; Boggess and Bradner 2000; Grandbury 1985; Strickler 2002; Allport 1967), gender role
attitudes (Dugger 1991; Bojanic 2015; Cook 2019; Westoff 1969; Wang 2004; Sahar 2005) or
demographic characteristics (Carter 2009; Combs 1982; Wang 2004; Westoff 1969; Strickler
2002; Dugger 1991; Lynxwiler and Gay 1994; Hall and Ferree 1986; Boggess and Bradner 2000;
Wilcox 1990) as the main predictor of abortion attitudes. One of these demographic
characteristics was race. Race is potentially important because the general conflicts between race
and politics. There is a clear a political racial divide, where Republican pro-life ideals are made
up of people in the majority, meanwhile Democratic pro-choice ideals are mainly made up of
minorities (Gallup 2019). This study focuses attention on the race of respondents, as well as
attitudes about racial groups, to determine whether these factors predict abortion attitudes over
the past twenty years.

Literature Review
The Debate
The debate between pro-choice supporters and pro-life supporters revolves around the
central question of the rights of an embryo, with each side vilifying the other to create stronger
support for their own affiliation. Whether the embryo is considered ‘alive’ at the time of an
abortion is one of the most influential criteria for many pro-life supporters (Cook 2019). They
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often argue that an abortion is ‘baby killing’ and the embryo is entitled to the same rights as any
existing person (Cook 2019; Vanderford 1989). Pro-choice supporters focus their attention on
the rights of the mother, as opposed to those of the embryo (Cook 2019). The majority of prochoice supporters do not consider the embryo as being a person making the embryo underserving
of the full protections given to developed human beings (Cook 2019). Pro-choice groups believe
that it should be the mother’s decision to keep the prospective baby. The mother’s moral
opposition to abortion is surpassed by desire for a legal option to abort an unwanted pregnancy
(Vanderford 1989; Cook 2019; Stone 1992).
Along with media attention on pro-life supporters, past studies done on abortion have
shown the lasting impact of growing up when abortion was highly controversial, which
demonstrates the importance of age in previous studies. The current population of those 43-49
years old were teenagers during the year 1990, in which one study explains their beliefs about
abortion, during a time in which the pro-life movement was gaining momentum (Stone 1992). In
the findings, the opinions of those 13-19 years old mostly viewed abortion with extreme
opposition. It was believed that having an abortion was a horrific and disturbing process where
the mother murdered a grown baby to have it removed (Stone 1992).
Both sides have created and changed abortion policies within the United States. When
policies favor women’s rights, they publicly state that female equality and a mother’s rights are
more important than those of the fetus. When policies oppose abortion or restrict accessibility,
the fetus’ rights are seen as more important (George 1997). In the past 20 years, a pattern of
restricting access to abortion has been seen throughout U.S. policies.
Even though the majority of U.S. citizens feel it is easy to obtain an abortion, violence
still ensues over abortion opposition, impacting society as a whole (Cook 2019). This is a direct
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result of the ongoing debate and rising tensions between the two groups. Attacks on abortion
clinics, and assaults upon those with opposing beliefs continue alongside of policy shifts (Smith
2019; Campisi 2019; Hagen 2019). Attacks on moral ideologies leave abortion doctors, women,
and other individuals vulnerable to injury from the extremists within the groups. As of 2015,
“Since 1977 there have been eight murders, 17 attempted murders, 42 bombings, and 186 arsons
targeted at abortion clinics and providers across the United States” (Frostenson 2015). Over time,
these violent attacks create more fear from the opposing sides.

Predicting Attitudes
Attitudes on abortion are influenced by many factors, including religion, sex and gender
roles, and race. Traditionally, those with stronger religious beliefs report less support for abortion
(Hoffmann 2005; Westoff 1969; Wang 2004). Catholics have been the most opposed to abortion
over the last fifty years. Religion is an important factor because of the demonstrated link between
religion and conservative values, with religion playing an influential role on an individual’s
abortion ideology. Overall, religious views have become more supportive of abortion since the
1970s. With the exception of Catholics, all those studied who were religious increased their
support for abortion between 1972 and the 1990s (Hoffmann 2005). Jewish individuals and
respondents with higher education had the most liberal views (Westoff 1969; Grandbury 1985).
Conversely, Catholics became more opposed to abortion as personal education level increased.
(Westoff 1969). Overall, it is clear that by the 1990s, support for abortion increased; however,
when looking at smaller time frames within individual decades, some opinions wavered
(Hoffmann 2005; Westoff 1969; Wang 2004; Boggess and Bradner 2000).
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Individuals who attend any religious service are found to have higher prejudice and
higher support for the rights of a fetus, subsequently leading to the opposition of abortion
(Allport 1967). Due to this, many church groups and religious followers support the pro-life side
of the abortion debate and have conservative values (Hoffmann 2005; Westoff 1969; Wang
2004; Boggess and Bradner 2000; Strickler 2002; Grandbury 1985). There is some evidence that
between 1977 and 1996, the influence of religion on abortion attitudes has slightly weakened, but
still remains prevalent (Strickler 2002). Specifically, Evangelicals and Protestants do not fit the
trend of rising support; as their support for abortion has decreased over time (Hoffmann 2005).
Additionally, research on Catholics has shown little change within the last three decades
regarding their opposition to abortion (Hoffmann 2005; Grandbury 1985).
Sex and Gender Roles
Sex has also been influential in the differentiation between pro-life and pro-choice
supporters (Carter 2009; Combs 1982; Saad 2009). Women tend to be more supportive of
abortion, while men show stronger opposition (Carter 2009; Sahar 2005; Wang 2004; Cook
2019; Westoff 1969). Since abortion more strongly affects women and their bodies, it’s logical
that women would support keeping their legal options open. While male opposition to abortion
has been higher than women, it has lessened over time, with male support in the United States
gradually increasing throughout the 1970s to the end of the 1990s (Boggess and Bradner 2000;
Carter 2009; Sahar 2005; Lynxwiler and Gay 1994).
There are important divisions within sex as well. Not all women have the same opinions;
often, opinions vary by education, religion, and gender-role beliefs. When only women were
polled, it was found that those with higher levels of educations had higher support for abortion
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rights (Westoff 1969). However, if women were Catholic, the higher the education, the more the
opposition to abortion increased (Westoff 1969).
Amongst women, gender-role beliefs and the desired number of children contribute
significantly to opinions on legalized abortion (Dugger 1991; Bojanic 2015; Cook 2019; Westoff
1969; Wang 2004; Sahar 2005). There is a clear correlation between strong, traditional genderrole beliefs and a women’s pro-life views, while those in more modern gender roles (educated
women, working wives, and families with shared responsibilities) support the pro-choice
movement (Dugger 1991; Westoff 1969; Cook 2019; Sahar 2005). Overall, the support of
women in modern gender roles does not mean that they morally agree with abortion, rather that
there is a separation of morality and policy for the option to have an abortion (Cook 2019; Wang
2004; Stone 1992). Many studies found that the stronger the desire for more children, the
stronger the opposition to abortion. In line with the traditional gender-role of a woman having
many children, linking the traditional gender-roles to conservative values (Westoff 1969; Wang
2004; Granberg 1985). Most findings apply to White women, but different issues appear to
influence the attitudes of Black women, especially regarding gender roles (Dugger 1991).
In the analysis of beliefs regarding sex, family, and gender roles, White women put more
emphasis into the necessity of these belief systems regarding abortion than other women. In one
study, only five of fifteen value variables were found to be significant for Black women, while
all fifteen value variables were significant for White women (Dugger 1991). Black women’s
opinions are more embedded in whether or not women are being discriminated against (Dugger
1991; Wang 2004). In contrast, White women consistently supported abortion rights more than
non-White women, especially when the White women had lower incomes (Westoff 1969;
Bojanic 2015). Some of the racial differences may relate to actual experiences with abortion.
7

Non-White women were most likely to have an abortion early in the pregnancy, and White
women were less likely to have an abortion if they had one before (Bojanic 2015).
Up until 1995, across all races, older women were more supportive of abortion than
younger women (Lynxwiler and Gay 1994; Strickler 2002; Stone 1992; Scott 1998). The
reasoning for this may lie in the older generations’ lack of access to abortion in contrast to the
younger generation which does not know of a time when having an abortion, to some extent, was
illegal (Lynxwiler and Gay 1994; Strickler 2002). Generational differences also appear to have
been influenced by the introduction and accessibility of the birth control pill and the
contraceptive knowledge of younger women (Scott 1998).
Race
The highest abortion support was found among White men, followed by Hispanic men,
with Black men exhibiting the highest rate of opposition (Boggess and Bradner 2000; Lynxwiler
and Gay 1994; Carter 2009). Surprisingly, it was found that during the 1990s, men were more
accepting of abortion than previously seen while simultaneously less accepting of premarital sex.
This change was significant for White males, small for Hispanic males, and relatively constant
for Black males (Boggess and Bradner 2000). Across races, men with conservative, traditional,
and religious values held women more individually responsible for an abortion, and thus, more
opposed to the legalization of abortion (Sahar 2005).
When significant research has looked at race overall, not simply separated by gender, the
results vary. (Carter 2009; Combs 1982; Wang 2004; Westoff 1969; Strickler 2002; Dugger
1991; Lynxwiler and Gay 1994; Hall and Ferree 1986; Boggess and Bradner 2000; Wilcox
1990). A majority of studies show that Whites support abortion more than Blacks (Boggess and
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Bradner 2000; Westoff 1969; Dugger 1991; Combs 1982; Carter 2009; Lynxwiler and Gay
1994). Conversely, other studies show that Whites oppose abortion more than Blacks (Strickler
2002; Hall and Ferree 1986). The key differences in these studies are the use of any additional
controls outside of race and the time period in which the research was conducted. Blacks were
found to be more supportive of abortions rights than Whites in studies during the 1990s when
religious practices were included as control variables (Strickler 2002; Hall and Ferree).
Non-Whites are also less favorable than Whites in overall abortion attitudes (Westoff
1969; Shellenberg 2012). In almost all studies, a racial difference is present, yet there are studies
that found no racial difference and rather a stronger correlation of religion and gender (Wang
2004). Out of the studies that did have racial differences in attitudes on abortion, only a few of
the studies did not have large enough racial differences for the results to be significant
(Lynxwiler and Gay 1994; Dugger 1991; Combs 1982; Wilcox 1990). These studies, which
found the results to be insignificant, seem to prove that racial differences have lessened. In the
three decades leading up to the 2000s, it appears—through a majority of data—that the contrasts
in studies show differences in the magnitude of racial divide. Research that has a significant
difference between races still shows this trend; the controls they use (i.e. religion or income)
simply make a more obvious differential between races (Lynxwiler and Gay 1994; Dugger 1991;
Combs 1982; Wilcox 1990; Boggess and Bradner 2000; Carter 2009).
Racial Attitudes
Many of the studies use religion as a key control variable when examining race effects on
attitudes. Previous research on the influence of religion and conservative values shown by
supporting racial attitudes provide an insight to the importance of other influential factors
(Granberg 1985; Sidanius 1996; Smith 2010; Allport 1967; Bastide 1967; Davies 1988; Gilens
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1995; Hinojosa 2004; Yancey 1999; Bobo 1972). Historically, Christians have been some of the
most susceptible individuals to supporting a pre-existing racial bias by influence of the church.
Christianity was built on a premeditated belief of symbolic colors. For instance, in the church
white is seen as the color of renewal, hope, and prosperity. All of these are the symbols of
heaven. In contrast, black has been the representation of the devil, death, and hate, not
coincidentally being transferred to people’s beliefs on skin color (Bastide 1967; Davies 1988).
These beliefs in Christian churches led to the formation of Black and White churches because of
the proximity belief (the belief that sin was contagious through physical proximity between
people). This, combined with the inherent evilness of blackness, led to a physical separation of
Blacks and Whites within the religion, which was followed by a social distance created between
the two races (Bastide 1967).
The influence of all tested religions has found that churchgoers are more prejudiced than
non-churchgoers (Allport 1967). Those who are extrinsically motivated in practicing their
religion, as well as those who are indiscriminately pro-religious, and attend segregated churches,
have the highest levels of prejudice (Allport 1967; Yancey 1999). While segregated church
attendance increases racist attitudes, integrated churchgoers and non-churchgoers do not have
lessened racist attitudes; their attitudes simply are not heightened (Yancey 1999). While Whites
have become more accepting of some tolerant ideas (i.e. interracial marriage, integrated
neighborhoods, etc.), other conservative ideas studied during the same period have become
stronger (i.e. opposition to affirmative action, racial stereotypes, etc.) (Gilens 1995; Bobo 1972;
Hinojosa 2004). As previously stated, religious values have been shown to negatively influence
attitudes towards abortion, thus linking negative racial attitudes to opposition for abortion.
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There is a demonstrated correlation between conservatism, both political and moral, with
racism in the United States (Sidanius 1996; Smith 2010; Granberg 1985; Gilens 1995; Hinojosa
2004; Bobo 1972). Negative correlations have been found between education and the societal
causes of racial inequality. Also, negative correlations between education and racism have been
found to be causes of racial inequality. Positive relations with racism within research have been
found in variables such as premarital sex, extramarital sex, gay attitudes, political conservatism,
and individual responsibility for racial inequality (Hinojosa 2004; Sidanius 1996; Smith 2010).
These correlations provide for a direct correlation between those who have negative racial
attitudes (or a high racial distance) and those with conservative beliefs. One can further infer that
those with racial prejudice are also pro-life due to in inherent connection with conservatism.
Research has covered the general impacts of religion, gender-roles, and race on abortion
attitudes. However, the majority of past research, specifically looking at racial influence, takes
place prior to 2000, with just a few studies published in the past 20 years. In addition, most
research has examined the attitudes towards legalized abortion and not the personal opinions of
abortion. Viewing abortion attitudes, specifically by race, highlights gaps in the existing research
for most studies that only compare Blacks and Whites. One study examined non-Whites as a
whole (Bojanic 2015), and another separated Hispanics, though only looking at males; therefore,
the research is still lacking (Boggess and Bradner 2000). Knowing that conservative political and
religious beliefs tend to have a significant correlation with abortion attitudes, there has not been
any research looking at how racial attitudes, or racial distance, correspond to abortion attitudes.
The focus of this study will determine the influence of race on abortion attitudes
examined through three racial categories: White, Black, and Other. It will also examine the
differences between respondent’s attitudes towards legalized abortion and individual opinions on
11

abortion. In addition, the research will demonstrate how racial distance correlates with abortion
attitudes while controlling for the respondents’ race. Furthermore, the data will focus on both
men and women in the years 2000–2016 in order to see how attitudes have changed in the 21

st

century. Three primary questions will be answered in this study:
1. Do views on abortion vary by race?
2. Do views on abortion vary by racial distance?
3. Have views on abortion changed between 2000 and 2016?

Methodology
Data
This study uses the General Social Survey (GSS) to answer the broad key questions. The
GSS is a national biennial survey that has been collecting data on topics of crime, social
problems, and other topics of interest since 1972. Collected through the University of Chicago,
the GSS monitors the views of the population within the United States on topics including
mental health, national priorities, crime, and intergroup tolerance (Smith 2019). In the past two
decades, a total of 26,698 respondents have participated, with the smallest number of
respondents in 2002 and 2004. Typically, there are between 500 and 1500 respondents to the
GSS every survey period (wave) within. Being an optional survey, the number of respondents
throughout the U.S. can vary greatly from year to year (Smith 2019). This study used the
questions relating to abortions from the years 2000–-2016 from the GSS data.
In 1977 the General Social Survey began the use of abortion specific questions and has
become a valuable tool for the study of abortion. Since the release of the first prompt, there has
been a total of 43 abortion related questions including opinions on abortion, abortion groups, and
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the legalization of abortion. Questions that may predict attitudes about race and views about
racial groups are also included. Because this is a descriptive exploration of the relation between
attitudes about abortion, race, and racial distance, there are many topics in the GSS that will not
be included, such as actual experiences of abortion and religious affiliations.
Measures
Attitudes About Abortion
Attitudes about abortion for this study are measured in two ways. The first group of items
assesses the respondents’ views on under what circumstances abortion should be legal. Within
this study, descriptive data was used by creating percentages of those who responded ‘yes’ to
questions on abortion. Each of the questions in this study were observed on an annual basis, as
well as, on an overall basis over the past two decades. There were nine specific abortion-related
questions used from the General Social Survey. Respondents indicated “yes, no, don’t know, no
answer, and not applicable” to each question (Smith 2019). For this study, these responses were
condensed into “yes, no, and other” (Smith 2019). For the first set of abortion items, the
following prompt was used along with seven scenarios:
“Please tell me whether or not you think it should be possible for a pregnant woman to obtain
a legal abortion if. . .
A.

There is a strong chance of serious defect in the baby?

B.

She is married and does not want any more children?

C.

The woman’s own health is seriously endangered by the pregnancy?

D.

The family has a very low income and cannot afford any more children?

E.

She became pregnant as a result of rape?
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F.

She is not married and does not want to marry the man?

G.

The woman wants it for any reason?” (Smith 2019).
The second measure for this study reflects personal beliefs about the morality of abortion

under specific circumstances. This measure has been segregated from respondents’ views on the
legality of abortion because these questions are measuring the respondent’s opinions on whether
abortion is ethical. Two other questions are used for this study to measure “abortion attitudes.”
The first question is, “Do you personally think it is wrong or not wrong for a woman to have an
abortion. . . If the family has a very low income and cannot afford any more children?” The
response choices included, “have abortion, no abortion, refused, don’t know, no answer and not
applicable” (Smith 2019). Although this full study uses each wave of data from year to year, this
question was only asked in 2004 (Smith 2019). The second question to assess respondent’s
abortion attitude is, “Suppose a test shows the baby has a serious genetic defect. Would you
(yourself want to/ want your partner to) have an abortion if a test shows the baby has a serious
genetic defect?” The response category choices for question two were “always wrong, almost
always wrong, wrong only sometimes, not wrong at all, don’t know, no answer, not applicable”
(Smith 2019). This question was asked in the GSS during the years 1991, 1998, 2008. For the
data to be valid for this study, only the results from the 2008 survey were used. For both these
questions, this study recorded the responses into ‘have abortion,’ ‘don’t have abortion,’ and
‘other response’ where only the two extreme values were used from previous questions. The
preceding two questions deal with personal opinions on abortion rather than its legalization.
Thus, this study used them as separate measures to assess possible differences between abortion
attitudes. Although this may not be the optimal choice, since data was only collected in two
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studies, it is reasonable that the time frame and sample size can be considered large enough to
provide an indication of opinions per decade.
Race and Racial Distance
This study used a series of questions about race and racial distance. Respondent’s race
was coded based on their answer to “What race do you consider yourself?” collected into three
categories, “White, Black, and Other” (Smith 2019). The “Other” category included anyone who
did not identify as White or Black, including Hispanic, Asian, Pacific Islander, and more. Based
on a separate question on ethnicity, 3,145 people identified as Hispanic in the General Social
Survey during the waves between 2000-2016. However, since this was a separate question on
ethnicity those who identify as Hispanic also selected a racial category of either White, Black, or
Other. Due to the complexity of separating ethnicity from race, the current study only uses the
three-category racial question in analyses. In addition to the respondent’s race, this study also
intends to examine how the person’s perception about other races might relate to abortion
attitudes. The items selected for this part of the analysis focus on the respondent’s relationships
with people of specific races. For the evaluation on racial distance, one prompt including two
categories was chosen from the General Social Survey:
“A. In general, how close Do you feel to Blacks?
B. In general, how close Do you feel to Whites?” (Smith 2019).
These questions refer to social, not physical, closeness, and they were asked of every respondent
regardless of race (Akerlof 1997, Corrigan 2001). Possible response choices for each part of the
question were, “Not at all close, Neither one or the other, Very close, Don’t know, No answer,
Not applicable” (Smith 2019).
15

In order to transform the descriptive data downloaded from the General Social Survey to
numerical data, a coding system was created in order to facilitate a larger variety of tests. In
reference to race, each response was assigned a value: Whites = 1, Blacks = 2, Others = 3, and
All else = 0. For both questions regarding one’s closeness to Blacks or Whites, the answers were
coded to indicate increasing closeness: Not at all close = 1, Neither one or the other = 2, Very
close = 3, and all other responses = 0. These coding variables were used in the tables for the
findings. While “Not at all” is referred to as ‘Distant,’ “Neither one or the other” is referred to as
‘Middle-distance,’ and “Very close” is referred to as ‘Close’ throughout the writing of this study.
Demographics
In addition, the demographical data included participant’s income, sex and citizenship.
Sex (male/female) and income were also downloaded from the General Social Survey. Income
ranged from under $5,000 to over $25,000. Respondents were also classified as being a United
States citizen or not being a United States citizen.

Data Analysis
All analyses are conducted using SPSS, a statistic software package used to run
statistical analyses, on data downloaded from the General Social Survey website. This study first
provides a descriptive analysis of the sample. Next, bivariate tables were created using cross
tabulation from the GSS to assess the impact of race on attitudes of abortion. This research
follows an analytical plan of first downloading and analyzing the GSS data through the SPSS
software. The cross tabulation analysis consists of several specific steps. One, a bivariate
analysis examines what abortion attitudes change over time for the whole sample. Two, a second
bivariate comparison step tests whether views on abortion vary by race. Three, a three-way cross
16

tabulation assessing attitudes by year controlling for race. Four, to answer question three, another
series of cross tabulations was performed. Five, in order to analyze racial distance two separate
cross tabulations were created. Six, a final cross tabulation was created to test racial distance
views by years.

Findings
Table 1 displays the general descriptive data for the total sample population that was used
from the General Social Survey over all included years. It includes both the number of
individuals who identified themselves under each of the categories, as well as, what percentage
of the total sample made up that group. The broad categories represented in this table are: sex,
race, and the respondent’s income (in constant dollars per year). The numbers, collected from the
General Social Survey’s website for the years 2000-2016, gives a relative indication of the
number of people discussed in the data in this study.
When viewing the data for overall abortion views in Table 2, the beginning and end of the
decade are almost identical. However, three abortion scenarios did rise by the end of the decade:
if a woman ‘cannot afford more children,’ ‘not married,’ or ‘want for any reason.’ These have an
average increase of five percent or more over the span of 20 years. During the years 2002 and
2004, there was a large dip in the abortion attitudes for all reasons. The decrease in abortion support
for most of the scenarios continues until 2006, except for when a ‘woman’s health is endangered’,
or the pregnancy is the result of rape.
To test whether views on abortion vary by race (question 1), a bivariate analysis between
race and both measures of abortion views was conducted. As viewed in Table 3, all three racial
categories have almost identical percentages across all scenarios presented. When asked about if
17

a legalized abortion should be permitted if the pregnancy resulted from rape, the largest racial
divide was between Whites and Others. Between the two groups, there was a five percent
difference, which overall is still not particularly substantial. Furthermore, the most supported
abortion scenarios across the three races were if the ‘health of the woman endangered’. This was
then followed by if the ‘pregnancy was a result of rape’. Even so, in all cases, less than half of
the sample supported an abortion in any scenario.
To partially answer question number 3 of the study on whether attitudes change over
time, Table 4 was created as a three-way cross tabulation, in which race is compared by both
abortion scenario and years. Viewing this data by year across race, reveals that at the beginning
and end of the two decades, 2000 and 2016, Whites are the most supportive of abortion, Other
the least supportive, and Blacks are in between across most scenarios. Yet, in 2000, the divide
amongst racial opinions was significant, averaging about five to ten percent between Blacks and
Whites (the same can be said between Other and Whites). Just as in the overall annual data,
during 2002 and 2004, there was a substantial decrease among all races in the support for
abortion. In 2014, in certain scenarios, Blacks displayed the most support for certain abortion
scenarios in 2014, though they were not the largest support group overall. Surprisingly, Blacks
surpass Whites in 2016 in support of abortion, while Other gets significantly closer to Whites. In
2016, 49.05% of Whites support abortion in the scenario ‘fetus has strong chance of serious
defect,’ compared to 42.65% of Blacks and 41.16% of Other, which highlights one of the larger
gaps between Whites and Other. In 2016, Whites return to the largest percentage of support for
abortion, however by a maximum of three percent for any scenario, thus, closing the racial divide
between Blacks and Whites during the final year. While there is a racial closure between the two
majority races, Other becomes further separated when looking at their legalized abortion
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attitudes. The gap between Whites and Other expands to an average of five percent across waves.
Viewing the opinions on abortion attitudes, the support for abortion decreased by 2016. Yet,
looking at the data overall, while support for abortion decreased, opposition to abortion did not
increase. Instead, more people responded ‘not applicable’ than either in opposition or in support
of abortion.
Racial Distance
In Table 5, to test impact of racial distance, several steps that also inform answers to two
other research questions were tested using the cross tabulation of a bivariate table. These
abortion scenarios and the respondent’s reported closeness to Blacks. The most disputed reason
for an abortion between the two groups is if a woman ‘want for any reason’ with approximately a
seven percent difference. The second largest difference between the two groups is if the ‘fetus
has a strong chance of a serious defect’, with almost a six percent difference between the two
groups. Of the respondents that indicated they were Close to Blacks, nearly 82% said they are in
support of abortion being legal if the woman’s health is endangered. The largest difference
between groups can be seen on the question of whether abortion should be legal if a woman
wants it for ‘any reason.’ Only 32% of those who are Distant from Blacks said “yes” in
comparison to 40% of those who are Close to Blacks.
In Table 6, abortion attitudes are compared across the years of 2000–2016 by racial
distance to Blacks, answering question three in the context of racial distance. Those who were in
the Middle-distance tend to have a higher approval for legalized abortion. When asked if
abortion should be legalized if the pregnancy is a result of rape, those who were Distant average
70% support for abortion while the Middle-distance averages 40%. Comparing the two extremes,
those who are Distant to Blacks and those who are Close to Blacks, about half of the time Close
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is more supportive than Distant. The other half of the time the opposite is true. From 2002 to
2006 those that are Distant have the highest support for abortion over all scenarios. The Middledistance category has the highest support from 2008 and onwards. The individuals that identify
as Close begin to tighten the gap with Middle-distance by 2014. Specifically shown on the
‘woman wants no more children.’ In 2000, those in the Middle-distance had a 39% approval with
only 33% approval for Close, which changed to a 43% approval for both Middle-distance and
Close in 2016.
In Table 7, the test results of question two are shown with the use of a bivariate table. The
scenarios pertaining to the reason for the abortion such as, ‘health of woman endangered’ and
‘not married’ are also listed. Closeness to Whites is used to assess racial distance. The data set
for Table 7 shows that the abortion attitudes of both groups are almost identical for all scenarios.
Attitudes are most different amongst these two groups when asked about the legalization of
abortion for women who cannot afford any more children. Thirty-eight percent of those who
were Close responded yes, while 46% of those who were Distant responded yes. Yet, both
groups are most supporting of an abortion when the life of the woman is endangered with those
who are Close at 83% and Distant indicating support at 85%. Table 7 shows that overall, those
who are not at all Close to Whites tend to have a higher support of abortion, however, the
difference is too small to be significant.
Table 8 further analyzes the impact of one’s racial distance from Whites. In the year
2000, those in the Middle-distance category were consistently more supportive of abortion than
those who were Distant. Those who were Close to Whites in the same year, had a higher
approval of legalized abortion than those who were Distant. Two unexpected results occurred in
2002. Viewing the results for individuals who are Distant, 100% of respondents supported
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abortion when the health of the woman is endangered and when the pregnancy was a result of
rape. Part of this might be attributed to the low number of respondents that fell under the Distant
category. Unlike the previous analyses on abortion by race, the results for 2002 increase in
support rather than decrease. By 2016, those in the Middle-distance have the highest support for
abortion overall, with Close showing almost the same results. Those that are Distant had an
unexpected finding where some scenarios got closer to the other two groups, and some diverged
even further. For instance, in response to ‘fetus has a strong chance of serious defect’ the support
of those who were Distant dropped to 59% while those in Middle-distance stayed at 71%.
Meanwhile during the same year of 2014 for ‘cannot afford more children’ those who were
Distant rose to 63% support for abortion while the Middle-distance dropped to 39%. While this
is not a significant relationship, there are variations by race over time that are interesting.
Table 9 displays the information of the two questions regarding abortion attitudes: ‘wrong to
have an abortion if low income’ and ‘wrong if the pregnancy is a defective fetus.’ Because these
questions reflect the respondent’s personal opinions on abortion and not the legality of it, these
two scenarios are considered separately. When looking at personal opinion questions, there are
three categories of responses: including support, don’t know/no answer, and opposed.
Unlike the scenarios for legal abortion, in which the answers were evenly divided, with
approximately half of the sample indicating support, the scenarios for abortion attitudes did not.
When looking at the abortion attitudes question ‘wrong if the pregnancy is a defective fetus’ an
average of over 50% of the respondents were opposed to an abortion regardless of race or racial
distance. Overall, more people opposed an abortion ‘if the pregnancy is a defective fetus’ than
supported, with an average of a 25% difference between the two. Yet the two extremes for racial
distance from Blacks were outliers from the rest of the data on this scenario. Those who identified
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as Distant from Blacks still had more respondents who opposed abortion, yet there was only a six
percent difference rather than nearly a 25% difference. Also, the support for abortion was 30%
higher for those Close to Blacks than the opposition to abortion - those that were Close to Blacks,
(60.80%) indicated they supported abortion and 28.93% did not. This compares to 42.40% in
support for those who were Distant from Blacks and 33.10% in support for those who were in the
Middle-distance category. When looking at race, Other was the most supportive of an abortion,
while Blacks were the most opposed.
The responses on the second question on abortion attitudes, ‘wrong to have an abortion if low
income’, average only a five percent difference between those who support and oppose abortion.
Overall, opposition for abortion was also lower than the first abortion attitude question. For all
three races, a majority of respondents opposed abortion, with Other having the highest opposition
rate and Whites having the highest approval rate. Yet, there is barely a difference between the three
races, making racial influence insignificant. Looking at racial distance, individuals who were Close
to Whites equally support and oppose abortion if the mother is low income. Only those with a
Middle-distance to Whites had a notable gap between those who supported and opposed abortion.
Yet, all three racial distances from Whites had a larger percentage of respondents who opposed
abortion. When looking at racial distance from Blacks, all three racial distances also had a greater
opposition to abortion in this scenario. Individuals who identified as Close to Blacks had the
highest support for abortion with those Distant from Blacks having the lowest support for abortion.
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Table 1
Descriptive Data of Sample
Description of Respondent Number of Respondents
Male
11,915
Female
14,783
Black
4,004
White
20,188
Other
2,506
Income < $4,999
1,439
Income $5,000-$9,999
1,174
Income $10,000-$14,999
1,358
Income $15,000-$19,999
1,221
Income $20,000-$24,999
1,528
Income > $25,000
9,191
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Valid Percentage
44.63%
55.37%
14.99%
75.62%
9.38%
5.39%
4.39%
5.08%
4.57%
5.72%
34.42%
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2000
56.09%
26.59%
50.02%
24.53%
25.03%
49.59%
25.56%

2002
29.84%
14.32%
26.08%
13.50%
14.00%
25.42%
14.47%

Percentage That Responded Yes by Year
2004
2006
2008
2010
26.40%
37.52%
56.65% 52.15%
12.52%
18.23%
27.48% 27.40%
23.16%
32.88%
48.54% 48.29%
12.59%
17.23%
26.50% 25.64%
12.31%
17.38%
27.19% 26.27%
22.20%
31.60%
47.59% 45.06%
12.81%
18.14%
28.62% 28.72%

Percent who Support Abortion in Specific Scenarios by Year (2000-2016)

Health of Woman Endangered
Cannot Afford more Children
Pregnancy as Result of Rape
Not Married
Want for Any Reason
Fetus has Strong Chance of Serious Defect
Woman wants no more Children

Abortion Scenario

Table 2

2012
54.86%
27.81%
47.67%
27.00%
28.06%
46.56%
29.23%

2014
57.21%
29.67%
50.28%
28.09%
24.39%
48.50%
30.73%

2016
56.16%
28.46%
49.22%
27.28%
29.19%
47.19%
29.96%

Table 3
Percent who Support Abortion in Specific Scenarios (2000-2016)
Abortion Scenario

Percentage That Responded Yes by Race
Black
White
Other
Health of Woman Endangered
45.80%
47.50%
45.50%
Cannot Afford more Children
23.10%
23.90%
22.20%
Pregnancy as Result of Rape
39.00%
42.40%
37.40%
Not Married
19.10%
23.40%
19.90%
Want for Any Reason
21.90%
23.90%
20.80%
Fetus has Strong Chance of Serious Defect
36.70%
40.90%
38.40%
Woman wants no more Children
22.80%
24.60%
23.10%
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Table 4: Percent who Support Abortion in Specific Scenarios by Year (2000-2016)
Abortion Scenario

Health of Woman Endangered
Cannot Afford more Children
Pregnancy as Result of Rape
Not Married
Want for Any Reason
Fetus has Strong Chance of Serious Defect
Woman wants no more Children

2000
51.28%
24.01%
44.52%
17.95%
22.38%
42.42%
22.14%

2002
26.59%
10.73%
14.39%
7.80%
10.49%
20.73%
10.24%

Health of Woman Endangered
Cannot Afford more Children
Pregnancy as Result of Rape
Not Married
Want for Any Reason
Fetus has Strong Chance of Serious Defect
Woman wants no more Children

2000
57.16%
27.25%
51.56%
26.16%
25.67%
51.29%
26.34%

2002
30.71%
15.31%
27.15%
14.54%
14.89%
26.65%
15.49%

Health of Woman Endangered
Cannot Afford more Children
Pregnancy as Result of Rape
Not Married
Want for Any Reason
Fetus has Strong Chance of Serious Defect
Woman wants no more Children

2000
54.92%
24.57%
44.00%
2.00%
23.43%
45.71%
24.00%

2002
26.55%
10.18%
22.75%
11.38%
10.78%
20.96%
11.38%

Percentage That Responded Yes by Year and Race
Black
2004
2006
2008
2010
2012
25.20% 34.54% 57.29% 47.49% 55.15%
13.00% 15.93% 24.91% 27.01% 27.57%
20.69% 28.71% 46.98% 45.34% 43.52%
10.34% 14.04% 21.71% 21.54% 24.25%
11.67% 15.62% 24.56% 23.79% 26.91%
21.89% 26.18% 45.55% 40.31% 42.86%
12.20% 15.14% 27.76% 27.01% 28.90%

2014
60.88%
30.83%
49.48%
24.61%
30.83%
47.15%
29.02%

2016
52.45%
28.57%
46.12%
24.49%
27.55%
42.65%
29.59%

2006
38.25%
18.76%
34.10%
18.36%
18.27%
32.55%
18.88%

White
2008
56.70%
28.55%
49.58%
27.58%
28.22%
47.85%
29.19%

2010
53.22%
27.61%
49.22%
26.77%
27.10%
46.13%
29.03%

2012
54.57%
28.16%
48.88%
28.03%
28.64%
47.19%
29.38%

2014
56.93%
29.26%
51.01%
28.88%
29.15%
48.78%
31.01%

2016
57.48%
28.86%
50.81%
28.62%
30.24%
49.05%
30.43%

2006
36.66%
17.74%
30.57%
14.36%
14.36%
32.09%
17.23%

Other
2008
55.19%
24.04%
42.08%
24.59%
22.40%
42.62%
25.14%

2010
50.82%
26.23%
45.36%
22.95%
23.49%
43.72%
28.96%

2012
56.63%
25.51%
44.89%
23.50%
22.51%
47.45%
28.57%

2014
53.82%
30.92%
46.18%
27.48%
29.01%
48.47%
31.29%

2016
52.71%
25.27%
43.00%
22.02%
24.19%
41.16%
27.08%

2004
26.78%
12.40%
23.87%
12.90%
12.54%
22.57%
12.85%

2004
24.38%
12.94%
19.90%
13.43%
10.95%
21.89%
13.43%
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Health of Woman Endangered
Cannot Afford more Children
Pregnanacy as Result of Rape
Not Married
Want for Any Reason
Wrong if Low Income
If Pregnancy is Defective Fetus
Fetus has Strong Chance of Serious Defect
Woman wants no more Children

Table 5
Abortion Scenario

Percentage That Responded Yes by their Closeness to Blacks
Close
Distant
40%
36.40%
81.80%
82.30%
70.00%
73.40%
36.30%
33%
40.30%
32.80%
2.60%
3.60%
1.60%
2.50%
67.30%
73%
40.30%
35.90%

Table 6: Percent who Support Abortion in Specific Scenarios by Year (2000-2016)
Percentage That Responded Yes by Year and Distance to Blacks
Abortion Scenario
1
2000
2002
2004
2006
2008
2010
Health of Woman Endangered
86.15% 94.00% 87.88% 88.79% 78.08% 83.33%
Cannot Afford more Children
34.62% 46.00% 24.24% 39.25% 38.36% 26.67%
Pregnancy as Result of Rape
78.46% 88.00% 63.64% 76.64% 64.38% 75.33%
Not Married
34.62% 40.00% 24.24% 37.38% 35.62% 23.33%
Want for Any Reason
32.31% 44.00% 24.24% 36.45% 34.25% 26.67%
Fetus has Strong Chance of Serious Defect
76.15% 84.00% 78.78% 82.24% 68.49% 65.00%
Woman wants no more Children
32.31% 42.00% 33.33% 42.99% 32.88% 30.00%

Health of Woman Endangered
Cannot Afford more Children
Pregnancy as Result of Rape
Not Married
Want for Any Reason
Fetus has Strong Chance of Serious Defect
Woman wants no more Children

Health of Woman Endangered
Cannot Afford more Children
Pregnancy as Result of Rape
Not Married
Want for Any Reason
Fetus has Strong Chance of Serious Defect
Woman wants no more Children

2000
86.02%
39.81%
78.29%
37.68%
38.22%
78.03%
39.81%

2000
80.49%
38.62%
67.07%
30.08%
35.37%
68.70%
33.74%

2002
90.15%
45.57%
78.82%
43.35%
43.84%
78.82%
44.33%

2002
85.00%
33.57%
74.29%
32.86%
37.86%
70.71%
39.29%

2004
80.10%
38.56%
72.64%
39.30%
37.56%
67.66%
39.30%

2004
80.99%
44.63%
67.77%
38.02%
41.32%
66.94%
37.19%

28

2012
76.00%
40.00%
70.00%
42.00%
32.00%
64.00%
48.00%

2014
70.00%
33.33%
65.00%
26.67%
25.00%
63.33%
26.67%

2016
73.33%
40.00%
72.00%
29.33%
34.67%
69.33%
36.00%

2006
84.39%
39.96%
73.96%
36.59%
36.59%
70.26%
38.50%

2
2008
83.95%
41.53%
73.98%
39.57%
40.46%
69.88%
43.67%

2010
83.23%
43.84%
75.35%
41.01%
41.21%
71.92%
45.86%

2012
82.57%
42.18%
71.49%
42.38%
43.96%
75.07%
44.36%

2014
85.31%
41.25%
75.00%
40.00%
40.63%
73.44%
44.69%

2016
86.44%
40.82%
73.62%
39.65%
43.88%
72.30%
43.15%

2006
81.41%
41.67%
70.83%
38.78%
40.71%
67.95%
40.71%

3
2008
85.50%
34.50%
67.50%
34.00%
40.00%
70.00%
42.00%

2010
74.09%
41.36%
71.82%
40.00%
39.09%
65.91%
41.82%

2012
83.40%
38.87%
68.42%
33.60%
38.06%
64.37%
39.68%

2014
80.07%
41.34%
68.72%
36.87%
43.30%
64.53%
41.06%

2016
84.41%
41.97%
72.66%
39.09%
43.17%
68.35%
43.41%
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Percentage That Responded Yes by their Closeness to Whites
Close
Distant
Health of Woman Endangered
83.30%
85.20%
Cannot Afford more Children
38.70%
46.20%
Pregnanacy as Result of Rape
72.70%
72.50%
Not Married
36.80%
35.70%
Want for Any Reason
38.50%
35.70%
Wrong if Low Income
2.80%
3.30%
If Pregnancy is Defective Fetus
2.20%
1.70%
Fetus has Strong Chance of Serious Defect
68.20%
70.30%
Woman wants no more Children
39%
40.10%

Table 7
Abortion Scenario

Table 8: Percent who Support Abortion in Specific Scenarios by Year (2000-2016)
Percentage That Responded Yes by Year and Distance to Whites
Abortion Scenario
1
2000
2002
2004
2006
2008
2010
Health of Woman Endangered
84.58% 100.00% 87.50% 89.47% 86.36% 88.46%
Cannot Afford more Children
31.25% 42.86% 62.50% 36.84% 54.55% 57.69%
Pregnancy as Result of Rape
75.00% 100.00% 62.50% 65.16% 72.73% 92.31%
Not Married
31.25% 28.57% 50.00% 31.58% 45.45% 38.46%
Want for Any Reason
25.00% 42.86% 37.50% 36.84% 50.00% 42.51%
Fetus has Strong Chance of Serious Defect
81.25% 85.71% 75.00% 68.42% 63.64% 80.77%
Woman wants no more Children
28.13% 28.57% 50.00% 36.84% 54.55% 50.00%

2012
85.71%
38.09%
66.67%
33.33%
28.57%
61.90%
42.86%

2014
77.27%
63.63%
63.64%
36.36%
40.91%
59.09%
40.91%

2016
80.00%
40.00%
64.00%
32.00%
28.00%
64.00%
32.00%

Health of Woman Endangered
Cannot Afford more Children
Pregnancy as Result of Rape
Not Married
Want for Any Reason
Fetus has Strong Chance of Serious Defect
Woman wants no more Children

2000
85.32%
40.70%
75.93%
39.33%
40.90%
78.08%
42.47%

2002
89.49%
46.38%
76.09%
43.48%
46.38%
76.81%
44.57%

2004
78.74%
35.55%
71.76%
37.54%
36.21%
65.12%
37.87%

2006
84.88%
40.55%
73.84%
37.50%
38.08%
70.78%
39.68%

2
2008
82.97%
40.77%
70.50%
37.17%
38.37%
68.11%
42.21%

2010
81.55%
47.33%
74.06%
43.85%
43.58%
69.25%
47.86%

2012
81.95%
47.33%
71.43%
40.10%
42.86%
72.43%
45.11%

2014
82.81%
39.92%
73.12%
38.54%
39.92%
71.94%
43.48%

2016
85.09%
41.45%
74.00%
40.36%
45.64%
68.91%
44.55%

Health of Woman Endangered
Cannot Afford more Children
Pregnancy as Result of Rape
Not Married
Want for Any Reason
Fetus has Strong Chance of Serious Defect
Woman wants no more Children

2000
84.60%
36.89%
75.94%
32.66%
34.18%
71.24%
32.83%

2002
86.33%
39.67%
77.33%
37.33%
37.67%
74.67%
41.00%

2004
84.08%
39.18%
70.20%
38.78%
39.59%
71.02%
39.18%

2006
80.00%
38.02%
71.53%
36.04%
36.04%
68.83%
35.68%

3
2008
83.16%
39.21%
72.63%
39.47%
40.79%
69.47%
40.55%

2010
80.05%
34.97%
72.40%
32.79%
35.25%
67.49%
37.98%

2012
83.74%
37.13%
71.23%
36.31%
37.40%
66.94%
39.02%

2014
83.68%
42.89%
72.59%
40.17%
44.35%
69.25%
44.77%

2016
84.59%
40.28%
72.68%
38.70%
41.86%
70.40%
42.56%
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Table 9: Relationship of race and racial attitudes with believing it is wrong to have an abortion
If fetus defective (2004)
Do Not Have

Have Abortion
Race
White
Black
Other

Frequency Percent
655
29.33%
79
20.95%
74
36.82%

Don’t Know / No Answer

Frequency Percent
1292 57.86%
246 65.25%
104 51.74%

Frequency Percent
286 12.81%
51 13.53%
22 10.95%

Closeness to Whites
Not at all
Neither One or Other
Very Close

3
94
86

37.50%
31.23%
35.10%

5 62.50%
169 56.15%
134 54.69%

0 0.00%
37 12.30%
25 10.20%

Closeness to Blacks
Not at all
Neither One or Other
Very Close

14
133
73

42.40%
33.10%
60.80%

16 48.50%
223 55.47%
35 28.93%

3 1.01%
46 11.44%
12 10.00%

Race
White
Black
Other

Not Wrong At All

Low Income (2008)
Always Wrong

Frequency Percent
317
20.33%
52
18.51%
31
16.94%

Frequency Percent
495 31.75%
92 32.74%
65 35.52%

Don’t Know / No Answer
Frequency Percent
25 1.60%
8 2.85%
1 0.55%

Closeness to Whites
Not at all
Neither One or Other
Very Close

6
72
90

27.27%
17.27%
23.68%

6 27.27%
93 22.30%
95
25%

0
7
3

0.00%
1.68%
0.78%

Closeness to Blacks
Not at all
Neither One or Other
Very Close

12
100
47

16.44%
17.83%
23.50%

20 27.40%
126 22.46%
52 26.00%

1
8
2

1.37%
1.43%
1.00%

31

Contribution-Discussion
The purpose of this study was to answer three primary questions to better understand the
impact of race and racial views on abortion attitudes:
1. Do views on abortion vary by race?
2. Do views on abortion vary by racial distance?
3. Have views on abortion changed between 2000 and 2016?
The results of this study demonstrate that the rigid divide between pro-life and prochoice supporters are not related to race. However, views on abortion are related to racial
distance. The answer to the first question, “Do views on abortion vary by race?” is that between
races overall there are no significant differences. When looking at specific years, while there are
larger racial divides during specific periods of time, it appears that abortion attitudes in general,
are not different between racial groups. Looking directly at the percentages, White respondents
always supported the different abortion scenarios at a higher percentage but by only small
percentages that are insignificant. Blacks and Others however, tend to be at almost the exact
same percentage for all questions.
Opinions divided by racial distance
It is surprising that the difference in percentages, especially when assessing one’s racial
distance to others, had a larger impact than race itself. While the results of questions regarding
racial distance, rather than race, were not varied enough to be significant. Respondents who were
in Middle-distance to either race tended to have the highest support for legalized abortion. The
divide was particularly large when looking at specific scenarios. It then begins the discussion if
there is another factor related to the racial distance that does have a significant effect on abortion
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attitudes. Ideally, it would benefit future researchers to look at political affiliation or other moral
evaluations and analyze how they correlate with abortion attitudes.
In addition, the overall acceptance of an abortion ‘if the pregnancy is a result of rape’
and ‘if the woman’s health is endangered’ are very high. This brings an important aspect to light.
When abortion is related to a serious crime or one’s health is jeopardized, the abortion itself is
seen as more acceptable. Furthermore, research supports the idea that an abortion is deemed legal
if there are medical concerns for either the baby or mother, rather than social or personal reasons
for abortions. These attitudes about legalized abortion do not tend to differ between races.
However, the abortion attitude questions: ‘wrong if low income’ and ‘wrong if
pregnancy is defective fetus’ provide other insight outside of the legality of abortion. In both
scenarios, those who are Close to Blacks consistently had a higher support for abortion, while
those Distant from Whites had the highest opposition to abortion. When asked if an abortion
should be legal in a certain scenario, there was a higher response rate. This can be interpreted as
a majority of respondents felt comfortable enough to answer what they believed. While their
answers were their own opinions, they felt justified in deciding when an abortion should be
acceptable for themselves or someone else. Yet, when the question was phrased in an ethical
manner, such as “is it wrong for a woman to get an abortion if…,” respondents did not feel as
entitled to make a decision on the behalf of another person.
By noting this, the data explains that a majority of people do not believe that they are
entitled to decide if it is wrong for someone else to obtain an abortion, yet it is okay to determine
if the abortion should be legal or not. This is important because the difference between personal
opinions and the legalization of abortion have not been studied in the past. A majority of people
believe they do not have the right to determine the personal opinion of others while
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simultaneously limiting the legalization of abortion in particular scenarios. By doing this, people
demonstrate that it is acceptable for others to have differing opinions as long as they do not act
on these opinions. From a societal level, this is problematic because it means that the ideals of
the individual are not being accurately represented by people’s political opinion.
The final question for the study, “Have views on abortion changed between 2000 and
2016?” can be answered yes. Throughout the 21 century, there have been waves of higher
st

support for both the legalization of abortion and abortion attitudes; additionally, there has been a
relative merging of support for abortion across races and across different levels of racial
distance. However, those who are Distant from Whites did have an unexpected separation at the
end of the decade. They supported half of the scenarios and reported very low support for the
other half. One reason for this may remain in limitations possessed in this study. Primarily, this
study did not control for religion, or previous abortion experiences. Different races have different
religious values (Musick 2000), which may have an important effect on attitudes about abortion,
but it was not studied within this research because the focus was to control for race and/or racial
attitudes.
This study provides a descriptive analysis of race and abortion attitudes but there are
several limitations. First of which was the inability to rerun and recheck data. Due to the
quarantine from COVID-19 and being locked out of The University of Akron’s Campus in midMarch, I was unable to access SPSS and conduct the last steps of my analysis or check some odd
results. This included the fact that data for the year 2018 was originally included in my analysis
but was missing from the output tables. In addition, I had intended to recode some of the
variables to eliminate the missing cases; this would be done in order to be able to conduct chisquare tests to determine if the relationships that appeared to be important in the descriptive data
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were actually significant. Finally, for the variables of racial distance, there was a missing
category of ‘not applicable’ that was unclear. It appears that the ‘not applicable’ category for
racial distance indicates missing data from the General Social Survey and not that the respondent
selected ‘not applicable.’
A second limitation was the clumping of groups by race. Due to the use of secondary data
from a survey, there were limited options for respondents to indicate any nuances in their racial
category. If individuals are half White and half Black, or mixed, they may have been included as
Other because they feel that they do not belong to either race. Individuals may be of one race, but
raised in a household of individuals that are of another race, thus possibly affecting the values
that they have. Furthermore, the Other racial category in this study includes a large population of
Hispanics, which may greatly impact the results of the Other category. This may be problematic
because Hispanics place a larger emphasis on religious doctrine than other ethnic groups (Perl
2006, Boggess 2000, Westoff 2010). Since a majority of Hispanics are Catholic, which due to its
influence in racism and prejudice creates an understanding for a higher racial distance, and lower
approval in abortion attitudes (Bastide 1967, Sidnaius 1996, Smith 2010, Allport 1967, Davies
1988, Perl 2006).
The racial category for Other truly needs to be separated into those of Asian, Middle
Eastern, Native American, and Hispanic background. However, due to time and resource
limitations, this study was unable to separately analyze the opinions of the Hispanic population.
Future work should cover the Hispanic population’s attitudes on abortion especially since a large
portion of the Other category in this study is Hispanic, and the results may be an indication of
what one would find if the study had a separate racial category of Hispanic in additional to the
categories of White and Black. Additional study should consider examining abortion attitudes
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with control for income level, which may be a larger influence than race on the acceptability of a
legalized abortion within the United States.
In spite of these limitations, this work still provides a few important information findings.
First, race is not dividing people within the United States on abortion attitudes. Yet, it appears
that racial distance does impact how much individuals support legal abortion. Knowing this helps
understand that abortion attitudes may be more related to social experiences and attitudes about
people rather than race. Social experiences and socially constructed attitudes are further shown
through the precedent of race being expected to matter. The divide on such a central and heated
topic within the United States was idealized to stem from a place where many people expect that
opinions are centrally divided: within race. Race is viewed as a point of divide and ethical
differentiation amongst people. If this study has found that there is no divide amongst people
between the races on one of the most central and heated debates in American politics, general
racial differences may not be as significant either.
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